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In one of tie Green books, No. 21894, pages 31 and 35, put in

at the above-mentioned arbitration by the Government of this
Rcpub3ic3 statements are made to the effect that His Honour the
Chief Justice, in giving judgment in a certain application before
the High Court by Ismael Suliman and Co./ held that no difference
could be made between places where business is carried on and
where Indians reside. In view of these facts, we respectfully sub-
mit; without in any way Impugning the High Court, that It would
be a foregone conclusion, if the statements referred to above as
to the judgment of the Chief Justice be correct5 that the judgment
of the Court In any case submitted to it under the above quoted
law would be against the Indian subjects of Her Majesty In this
Republic. As, therefore, the Arbitrator did not decide the question
submitted to him In terms of the Deed of Submission, but practi-
cally left It to the decision of the High Court of this Republic, we
would respectfully submit that the Arbitrator did not decide the
question In terms of the reference to him. We, therefore, respect-
fully request Your Honour to communicate with Her Majesty's
Government and ascertain whether they will be satisfied with
the above Award and acquiesce therein.
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1 In this case Ismail Suliman, an Arab trader, in August 1888, was
denied a trading licence to carry on business except in a Location. Arbitration
by the Chief Justice of Orange Free State recognized the right of the South
African Republic to enforce Law 3 of 1885 subject to interpretation by the
country's Tribunals. The Supreme Court of the Transvaal however reversed
the judgment later, and held that the Government had no power under that*
law to withhold licences from Asiatics.